“ AbiMf 34 

HAVINGNESS 

L. RON HUBBARD 


THE OFFICIAL PUBLICATION OF 
DIANETICS AND SCIENTOLOGY 



□ □□□ 


ABILITY Magazine 

The official publication of Dianetics and Scientology 
FOUNDER: L. Ron Hubbard 

EDITOR: John Sanborn, MANAGING EDITOR: Donald Guy Breeding 
COMPOSITION: Judy Breeding, Marilynn Routsong 
CIRCULATION MANAGER: Jim Goss 
Produced at The Distribution Center, Silver Spring, Maryland 


□ □□□ 


The material for this booklet is taken from the lecture on Having - 
ness given by L. Ron Hubbard in London to the evening course for pro¬ 
fessional Scientologists. A tape recording of the lecture in full is avail¬ 
able from the Distribution Center, Box 242, Silver Spring, Maryland, 
U. S. A. This text has been prepared from a transcript of that record¬ 
ing by the editor of ABILITY Magazine. The title of the tape is "Basic 
Lecture on Havingness". 


SCIENTOLOGY, NEW YORK 

Carnegie Hall, Studio 847 
154 West 57th Street 
New York City 

PERSONNEL EFFICIENCY COURSES 
Personal Auditing Church service Sunday, 8 P. M, 

Sylvan Stein, D. D. , D.Scn. 



HAVINGNESS 


L. Ron Hubbard 


We have talked and written a great deal on the subject of havingness 
ever since the days of the research in 1952 and 1953 which led up tothe 
codification of SCIENTOLOGY: 8-8008, which was the anatomy of uni¬ 
verses. It would seem that this point could be overstressed. Perhaps 
we could say more than needs tobe said about havingness. Yet no mat¬ 
ter how many reams we have written and how many hours we have talked 
about this thing, we probably haven't even scratched, not even scratched 
the subject of havingness. 

Everything that has ever been said about Creative Processing and 
about problems and solutions and about perception and spacation and 
about the "Black Five" has been on this subject. 

Firstandforemost, HAVINGNESS IS THE POSTULATE THAT ONE 
MUST COMMUNICATE versus THE POSTULATE THAT ONE MUST 
COMMUNICATE TO SOMETHING. 

You can see at once that this poses a cross-postulate. These two 
musts are not the same must. They are cross purposes. 

If one has nothing to communicate TO, all he can do is communi¬ 
cate THROUGH. He would have the condition of endless space with no¬ 
thing stopping the communication all the way. 

Now I want to call your attention to a little sport that is carried on 
in one part of the world. It used to be a Greek sport, then was trans¬ 
ferred to Spain and Mexico. They got a bull, who was crazy enough to 
pick up a mock-up in that general neighborhood, and they get him in 
there andhave him run at a cape. He runs at the cape, he goes through 
the cape and he runs at the cape and he goes through the cape. And you 
just watch this bull's MORALE deteriorate! 

Then they take some old horse that is padded with blankets (the pad¬ 
ding is never thick enough - Spanish thirst for blood) and they let the 
bull finally charge and push at the horse. Usually the bull gets the horse 
and the picador over between the fence and himself. The fence is nice 
and solid. The bull starts to really go to town. 

You can see his morale go up, up, up, up, up, up. 

In fact he would practically be a well bull if he could find that horse 
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and that fence solid enough. Well, as gory as the spectacle may or may 
not be, the point of the matter is that while the bull is working 
on this the picador leans on him very heavily into the hump with a big 
fork and discourages him from finding something solid and from push¬ 
ing that hard. And by the time they get him out there again charging at 
this cape (never a man - he never hits a man, he never hits a horse - 
he just hits this red cape) and he finds again nothing there, he's done. 
Without being really hurt (he's just sore and he's lost a small amount of 
blood) he just loses his nerve. He finally stands there in terror, and 
then he sinks into apathy, and he gets to such a point that the matador 
can walk over and fixate him. A good matador (once in a blue moon you 
see a good matador) will simply fix the bull into any position. He could 
probably stand him up in the air if he wanted to, because the bull is in 
a state of shock. He is hypnotized. He believes that there is nothing 
solid anywhere, and that no matter how hard he charges he will hit no¬ 
thing. He's gone. If they simply kept him pushing at the red cape a little 
longer he would probably fall over dead anyhow. They wouldn't have to 
use a sword. 


Now, the physical aspect of a bull fight and the aspect of a the tan 
in the physical universe are not too wide apart, not too different, since 
the trick in both is to get them to charge at nothing. 

To get a bull to charge at a cape where he thinks there is something 
and to have him find out that there is nothing behind the red of the cape. 
To get a thetan, a living being, to move toward or put out a communi¬ 
cation toward something and to then convince him that there is nothing 
there after all. 

And then the trick is to convince them that there is nothing they can 
charge, until at last they do not believe that they can touch or lean on 
anything. A thetan then has a feeling that if he did utter a communica¬ 
tion he would only spend what mass he had, because the communication 
would just go on out there forever and endlessly. 

No longer to be able to touch anything, no longer anything real. 


Now, these two counter-postulates. If an individual supposes that 
he should communicate and if his joy and game and desire is communi¬ 
cation (and it has to have that game postulate) and if at the same time 
there is nothing with which he can communicate - no terminal - he has 
the vista of endless space. 

HIS COMMUNICATION ITSELF IS MAKING THE SPACE AND THEN 
THERE IS NOTHING TO STOP HIS COMMUNICATION, so there is no end 
to it, and it makes him feel very weak indeed. He just shoots the roll, 
you might say, anytime he says anything, because it never arrives any¬ 
where. No termination and no terminal. 

So he eventually does this interesting thing - he says something into 
a mass which HE HIMSELF PUTS THERE in order to have something to 



say something t^. 

Now - however we want to classify this - whatever conditions or sig¬ 
nificances we wish to place upon this action - it nevertheless follows that 
this aspect of man fighting himself is man merely trying to reassure him¬ 
self that there will be something there to hit with his communication. 

Whenever you could say to someone that the only trouble he is having 
with himself is his fighting himself and putting up barriers to himself, 
you can also understand that this is what he is doing and why he is doing 
it. You don't have to classify any further. 

An individual goes along putting up barriers and masses and pictures, 
so that, in case there is nothing there to receive his communication he can 
reassure himself that there is something there after all, because he put it 
there and then found it. He runs into his own barriers, his own terminals. 

A thetan doesn't like the idea (and this not liking is again only a con¬ 
sideration) of speaking into a vast and endless nothingness, so what he 
does is to accumulate his own terminals. 

And so we get the phenomenon here of an individual constructing a uni¬ 
verse perforce becausehe cannot have the universe in which he finds him¬ 
self - the physical universe. 

Now a thetan IS capable of constructing totally a universe himself. 
The cycle is something like this: he builds a universe of one kind or an¬ 
other himself. Then he by agreement finds himself involved in a larger 
universe. To a marked degree he simply invests the universe, which he 
has himself created, into this larger universe. Sometimes he doesn't 
like it, sometimes he does. But he then finds himself co-joining andex- 
isting with and in the physical universe. 

And now, the physical universe does not offer him a sufficient num¬ 
ber of terminals, terminals sufficient in number and magnitude to the po¬ 
tential volume of communication of which he is capable. 

He then begins to manufacture his private universe all over again. 

Now, it is very important for you to understand that the "universes" 
that people are packing around with them when they come in to you as a 
preclear are usually SECONDARY UNIVERSES. They have come intobeing 
because the individual has found an insufficiency of universe in the phy¬ 
sical universe. 

It IS quite interesting that anybody could find an insufficiency of uni¬ 
verse in a universe that is so capable of solidity as the physical universe. 
That is one of the madder things that do happen. 

It is done by disenfranchising the individual. He is told and persua¬ 
ded that he cannot address, cannot touch, cannot reach (and we interpret 
it as cannot have) a terminal. Reach, touch address, have, whatever you 
want to call it. The terminal cannot exist for him. That's all it means. 



And so he stops talking to it, because it doesn't exist. An interesting 
opinion that someone could get into - that the wall doesn't exist - because 
it happens to be the truth of the matter. It's very easy, then, for him to 
fall into that one, because the wall is considerated. 

The wall exists and is there only because someone considered it was 
there. When one no longer considers a wall to be there it is not there. 
Thus if one is FORCED into having no wall (or disenfranchised of the wall), 
he can nevertheless have the opinion that there is no wall, and it will be 
true. 

We find him forced into truth. I've said before that the probable sum¬ 
mary of aberration all up and down the trackis thatan individual is forced 
into truth and AWAY from a game. As long as one can ably create EVEN 
AS LOW A LEVEL AS LIE, or slightly less low level, a problem, he can 
still have a game. 

Butwhenhe's no longer able to create, nolonger able to put anything 
there, there isn't anything there. 

He comes upon the truth of the matter. 

There are at least several routes for coming upon the truth of some¬ 
thing, and of these routes the least practicable for the individual is through 
subjection by force to a truth. Nevertheless, the truth of something, even 
when arrived at by the route of subjection and force, will as-is the some¬ 
thing andcause its vanishment, and thus it is no longer had. This is called 
by auditors the depletion of havingness. One is made to admit that what 
he conceives to be there is what is there and it vanishes for him. This is 
not such a great oddity, since the individual never intended himself to be 
the receipt point for what he has caused, and when his intention is over¬ 
thrown in this matter, and he does become receipt point, or termination 
point, for this, the thing is terminated, and so, of course, it vanishes. 

And so you get a destruction of the terminals which younormally would 
have or utilize or a destruction of the spaces which you would utilize. 

Mothers work on this rather hard - fathers, schoolteachers and so 
forth. "You must tell the truth. " And then, they wonder whether there 
is anything anywhere around that will explain the fact that a child ceases 
to be creative and imaginative after he's been around for a while. 

They must conceive that there is something dreadfully, dreadfully 
destructive in this child's lying. A person who would conceive the im¬ 
aginative impulses of a child to be lies and therefore bad is in an inter¬ 
esting condition himself. He is in the interesting state of conviction that 
there isn't anything there anyhow, and there had better not be anything 
there anyway. 

Let me call to your attention again the manifestation of a child who 
goes to his parent and asks for a nickel. He goes through the various 
levels of the tone scale and he slides on down and finally tells his Pa, 
when he hits bottom, even if his Pa holds out the nickel to him that he 



doesn't want the nickel and he just wanders off in apathy. 

That child could get into the position where he HAS TO make nothing 
of every nickel that he comes across. Take a rich father denying a child 
pennies. It's an interesting and well-known fact that the rich man's son 
is usually more aberrated on the subject of ha vingness than the other .kids. 
He is continually told that he can have everything, and all kinds of things 
are actually forced on him in some fashion. But his power of choice, es¬ 
pecially where money is concerned, is overthrownandoverridden, and he 
finally comes into the conviction that there isn't any money anyway. And 
the old man's fortune falls finally into his hands and SWISH - it's gone. 

You take just about any rich man's son and audit him and you will nor¬ 
mally discover that he cannot have money. Money is something that if it 
came into his visionhe'dhave to make nothing of it at once. The various 
enforcements that have been put upon him because of the importance of the 
amount of money in his family have at last turned him around into an in¬ 
hibition of having money. This is a fascinating thing. 

Now let us leave such a relatively interesting subject as money for 
the relatively uninteresting subject of a wall, and we find that the same 
thing applies to a wall. A wall or an object or anything that is solid. A 
child says, "I just shot a giraffe out in the yard. Mama. " His mother is 
in pretty good condition, and she says, "Youdid? Well now you make sure 
you bury it. " 

Or, Mama's not in so very good shape, and is pretty well done in on 
the subject of havingness, and she knows there's no giraffe in the back 
yard, of course not. "Johnny, " she says, "you really didn't see a giraffe 
in the back yard now did you. Now tell me. You realize you break my 
heart with these lies. " 

This is a standard happenstance to mock-ups in children. 

I have had as a writer some of the darndest things told to me about 
purely imaginative sequences in stories of mine. I have had people turn 
around to me and tell me from time to time, about something in a story, 
"That didn't really happen, you know. " Well, of course it didn't. There 
wasn't a word of truth in the whole sequence. They get very upset about 
it. They cannot differentiate quickly and accurately enough between the 
creative and the truth of the matter. And so they are on such an interest¬ 
ingly unbalanced pivot with regards to walls, etc., that if you started to 
create anew wall, you see, withalie or something of the sort, they would 
know not only that THIS wall doesn't really exist (it would be a pretty thin 
thing to them) but they know also that YOUR wall had better NOT exist! 
And you're trying to give them a wall! 

I wrote a story one time called "Beyond The Black Nebula". Well, 

I don't know whether there'8 anything on the other side of the black ne¬ 
bula - I never looked - but WOW! People got upset about that story. I 
posed the fact that there is in Oriona tremendous barrier - a black bar¬ 
rier across this particular galaxy. And 1 made people look at this fact 
and then dreamed up some causations behind it and so forth. 



Probably this barrier, as they read the story, was threatening to get 
actual and thick. And they were saying, "Well, maybe there is this bar¬ 
rier. " 4 

"You shouldn't do this to us, Ron. " That kind of a reaction. 

Well here is a point. The person who COULD have a wall didn't care 
how many black barriers were manufactured. The person whocouldhave 
something accepted a new manufactured wall in the spirit in which it was 
given. The spirit of game. But when a person could no longer have, he 
could no longer accept anything offered to him. A very interesting thing. 
1 imagine there are a great many girls who, if you walked up tb them and 
handed them a pearl necklace, would have to as sure themselves that it was 
a phoney or something of the sort, or that it was worthies s for some reason . 
They'd probably take it down at once to have it assayed just to be sure, 
and if they were told that it was a real pearl necklace they'd be quite up¬ 
set about it. You could probably spin them in and ruin their whole lives by 
giving them a pearl necklace. 

One of the ways people make nothing of things is to mis-intend them. 
So that, you could come back the next week, perhaps, and find that she's 
using the necklace to decorate a cake. 

You find this among savage tribes particularly. Onahightonedbasis 
people would be doing this to make something persist. On a low-toned 
basis they would be simply trying to get rid of it by saying it doesn't exist 
or isn't the way it is. So you get one manifestation meaning two differ¬ 
ent things, relative towhere the personis situated as to havingness. Can 
have and can't have. 


This whole subject of havingness, while it embraces all of existence 
and all of experience, boils down to two things: communication and ter¬ 
minals. 

And there is a great oddity about the whole thing. Any time you as 
an auditor had difficulty with the problem of havingness with a preclear, 
or had any difficulty with the problem of the preclear, that's because you 
departed from this rather strange maxim: THERE CAN'T BE ENOUGH 
HAVINGNESS. 

You see? You never get a superabundance of terminals. The other 
day I saw Helen of Troy (the movie I). You hear the Greeks outside the 
walls. Now, you'd say they would be resenting those walls badly. In other 
words, they were trying to NOT HAVE those walls, so that they COULD 
have the spoils of Troy. Fine. There's a certain greed there. They want 
the spoils inside the walls. They can't have those. The walls say they 
can't have the spoils. 

The funny part of the whole thing is that the reason they couldn't have 
them is: they couldn't have the walls! 

You can develop almost any situation in life and resolve it on that basis. 



If you're trying to get over a barrier to gain something else, then it's 
a cinch you can't have the barrier. 

If you can come into possession of the barrier you come into posses¬ 
sion also of what it is a barrier to. 

The only reason a person can get trapped is that he can't have traps. 
And the only reason he goes out and GETS himself trapped is because he 
CANNOT BE TRAPPED. It's really quite interesting. 

Now, if you really have all the walls and barriers of the physical uni - 
verse, they pose no problem to you. Here is the situation in which we 
get the total vanishment of things - you start owning something properly 
(addressing the truth of the ownership) and it doesn't exist any more. 
There is a difference here between the two kinds of operations you can 
undertake about having and owning. You find that HAVE is maybe a MIS- 
OWNERSHIP. So here are two systems: own and have, or own and mis- 
own. 


In order to have a problem, in order to have a game, we have to se¬ 
lect out some of the walls and barriers as unhavable. And then you can 
have a problem in connection with some OTHER havingness. 

METHODS 

If you do not have methods of acquisition, there is really no acquisi¬ 
tion possible. There wouldbe a total acquisition. If you had a total acqui¬ 
sition you would own everything there is. The way to own everything there 
is is simply to own everything there is without any system of owning every¬ 
thing there is. 

The trouble with owning everything without using any system for own¬ 
ing everything is that it is much too true, and being true, does not make 
a persistence, so that, by owning everything there is you end up having 
nothing. 

The two postulates which when counter-posed bring about havingness 
are: communicate and communicate to something . This brings about 
some problems which are very odd: ''I must communicate and there must 
be a barrier to communicate to, but of course a barrier is antipathetic 
to communication. No, a barrier is necessary to communication, no, a 
barrier is antipathetic to communication. No a barrier is necessary to 
communication because a communication must stop somewhere. " 

Well, therefore, life well played would be a game of commenting in 
the proper direction toward the right barriers, and not trying to go through 
the wrong ones. But you could get into some interesting problems if you 
tried to leave this room through that wall and take your body with you. 
That would be an interesting problem. That would throw someone into 
apathy. 

But the funny part of it is that it wouldn't throw him into apathy any¬ 
where as fast as simply being able to go through that wall and take his 




body with him. That would upset him. I guarantee you, that would up¬ 
set him. 

No barriers. Nothing stops anything anywhere. 

STOPS 

Now, let us have a look at the remedy of havingness in the light of 
STOPS. 

In Dianetics we have the "command phrase". Command phrases come 
down to just three things: start, change or stop. 

But the whole subject of the eng ram is the subject of "can't have". A 
moment of pain or unconsciousness is a moment of can't have. If, at a 
certain moment, an individual couldn't have the environment, couldn't 
have the circumstances he was undergoing, violently couldn't have these 
things, then it is a certainty that he'll pile up an engram right at that spot 
in time. That's what he'll have - an engram. 


Let's see how that would be. He resists the environment to such a 
degree and considers it so foreign, so solid and so dangerous, that he 
makes something very much like a plaster cast of that moment, a kind 
of energy plaster cast of the environment. Thus a facsimile. This thing 
is far more durable than any cast of stone or plaster. 

This tells us something very important. The VISIBLE engrams 
were those of LOSS. Those things in the environment that the individual 
couldn't have, he resisted. 

There is a very peculiar thing about these facsimiles, these can't- 
have pictures. They're backwards. They are usually black backed. 
The energy pushed upon these things is black energy. It's just as if one 
had a lot of pictures turned face to the wall. That's the blackness of lots 
of cases, and the reason why blackness succeeds a lot of pictures. 

Handling the environment with energy and then with heavy energy 
goes down a certain road. There is a thing called a tensor beam. A 
thetan can do something that a physicist has not yet learned to do with 
energy. He can make a beam grab something. That's a tractor beam. 

Have you been talked to lately by someone who didn't really have 
anything to say, but kept on talking? It seems sometimes as though he 
had a tensor beam around your neck and he's holding you there, and you 
can't leave. 

The electronic structure of a pretty girl who's just walked down the 
street is a very interesting thing to behold. Every guy she's passed has 
put a tensor beam over her head. 

Well, that's "MUSN'T LET THAT TERMINAL GO ANY FURTHER 
AWAY". That's the motto of that beam. 



So the individual can have and then he can lose. He decides he can 
lose, and if he feels he is going to lose any part of his environment, he 
will hook a beam over it and he'll hold it there in front of him. If you 
take a facsimile apart very carefully, aside from simply mocked up or 
copied facsimiles, you'll see that it is cross-sectionalized as a tractor 
beam. He's trying to hold something from leaving him. 

He is unable to retain to him the actual object. He makes a pic¬ 
ture of the object that he can look at straight. He’ll say, "Oh, I don't 
like these pictures. They bother me. Take a few away from me, " etc. 

Below that level he goes into blackness, which is simply pressing on 
things to push them away. He's in that frame of mind about things. 
Anyone's got some blackness. It isn't true that some cases are black 
and some are not. 

When it turns up on a preclear you are auditing on remedy of hav- 
ingness, you can have him mock up some blackness and shove it in. 

So we get engrams of resistance and the engrams of resistance are 
black. 

And we get engrams of Musn't Go Away, and they're pictures. 

And an individual who can't have the physical universe can't have 
anything leaving him because he can't have anything else, you see. He 
at least retains a picture. And there is how he builds up his secondary 
universe. It isn't really his universe. It's pictures of the physical uni¬ 
verse which he retains in lieu of. 

Now, an individual only gets into a frantic frame of mind about things 
leaving him if he can't have anything else. 

He's talking to his friend, and they have been very good friends for 
a long time, and his friend says, "I'm going to Galway now, and I'll be 
up there for a couple of years. " And he feels terrible about it. He tries 
to persuade him not to go. He can't tolerate all that distance between 
himself and his friend. Friends are scarce. 

Another fellow has lots of friends. One of them says, "I'm going to 
Galway. " He says, "O. K. , fine. I'll be up to see you sometime pretty 
soon. " 

That says he can tolerate that distance and this Galway business 
doesn't much reduce his havingness. He'd be in good shape - easy to 
get along with. 

It's not so easy to get along with someone that you are the only one 
to. 


All right now, as we look over the general situation in regard to 
havingness, we find that the scale declines from having one's own uni¬ 
verse exclusively, to: co-operating with a universe, which is the phy- 
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sical universe, and then we run out of havingness of the physical uni¬ 
verse and we get into a point of a little anxiety. We might lose parts of 
it. And from that we pass into: we're liable to acquire some of it. We 
get a flip from must have to resist parts of the physical universe and 
from there we go on to: total not have. 

That is a disenfranchisement of the individual. The story of proces¬ 
sing in Scientology is the story of the reversal of that disenfranchisement. 

If all the people in the world were suddenly to have no use for any 
pay, goods or commodities, there would not be the game. They would 
not be regulatable in any way. If they decided that everything was theirs 
anyway, and that they didn't need anything, there would not be this game. 
That would be too high a level of game for a game to be in progress. 

Now, nobody pretends that anybody is going to get up to that level 
of game. The funny part of it is, however, that as they get up toward 
that level of game, they go back toward not-action on the game, only 
they play the game now efficiently and they play it as a game, not as a 
dead serious horror that they have to face somehow. That's the dif¬ 
ference. 

All right, now - you ask this question - are you enjoying life? In 
other words - is life a game to you? You would ask at the same time , 
"By any chance, are you in the band of havingness below owning every¬ 
thing there is, and above having to make nothing of everything there is? " 
Are you by any chance in that band? Or, are you enjoying life? These 
are the same questions. No difference, except that one fellow wouldn't 
be in the universe. He wouldn't be there so hypothetically to ask. But 
the guy who can't have anything is there to get. He is certainly there . 
He's stuck. 


STUCK 

Now, let's look at this thing called stuck. The old engram. We used 
to have holders, groupers, denyers, etc. These are embryonic bar¬ 
riers. These are barriers aborning, you might say. The statement or 
postulate to stop. And the individual who gets an anxiety about having¬ 
ness begins to accumulate out of his manufactured bank all of the stops 
and begins to hold them near him so that he will have barriers that can 
receive something and he won't get into the c ondition of the bull. Al¬ 
most unknowingly he does this. So that there will be something there 
with which a game can be played. And thereby and therefore he forms 
a false wall in a secondary universe. 

The primary universe is the physical universe, as far as he's con¬ 
cerned in the state he is in. There is an earlier universe, which is his 
own universe, and which has walls and barriers, too. But, for our pro¬ 
cessing purposes, we're talking about this primary universe, the phy- 
sical universe. We're talking of the reactive mind, the facsimiles, en- 
grams, energy pictures, as a secondary universe which is formed by 
reason of not being able to have the physical universe. And that’s how 
the reactive mind gets born and where it comes from. 
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AUDITING THE HAVINGNESS SCALE 

Very often you have to get the preclear over the hump on the subject 
of havingness on his reactive mind. These secondary universes could 
just as well be called reactive universes. With creative processes, 
mock-up processes, we can handle this reactive bank havingness. You 
understand that this is not the preclear's Own Universe. 

These extend at once to a higher echelon - the physical universe . 
So then, you remedy his havingness totally on the physical universe and 
get him to have everything in the physical universe - no longer with mock- 
ups. You just have him look around at things and find out what he can 
have. When you have him totally remedy this subject, he is then in a po¬ 
sition to create a home universe - a universe of his own. 

There you have the graduated scale - it goes from REACTIVE to 
PHYSICAL to HOME UNIVERSE. 

How far can you go with havingness? You could separate somebody 
out of this universe simply on havingness alone. 

First, he'd have to be able to have his reactive bank. Then he'd have 
to be able to have the physical universe. Then he'd have to know that 
he could create something else. 

This game of havingness is absolutely necessary to auditing. 

Apparently, to many people, havingness means barriers and bar¬ 
riers mean lack of freedom. But to you, an auditor, barriers should 
mean a game. And you should know that an absence of barriers is the 
trouble with a preclear when a preclear is having trouble. HE JUST 
DOESN'T HAVE ENOUGH BARRIERS. 

Now, when a preclear's got a cold, that doesn't mean that youare 
going to tell him he hasn't got enough colds. It somehow wouldn't com¬ 
municate. But there it is - the preclear HASN'T got enough colds. Pre¬ 
clear has migraine headaches - hasn't got enough migraine headaches . 
Whatever it is, whatever the condition is, something has gotten scarce, 
and the next stop after getting scarce is, for it to get valuable. The 
mechanism of something getting valuable - it first must get scarce. 

After becoming scarce a thing becomes very, very valuable; and 
then it becomes so valuable, it's rare. How many women have you seen 
with Kohinoor diamonds walking down the street in the last few min¬ 
utes? None. Well, you might even wonder if a Kohinoor diamond even 
existed. Now, I'm sure there's many a girl who is very good-looking 
who has reached this point about Kohinoor diamonds. She'd kind of 
doubt if they exist. They're probably all cut glass. "I don't see what's 
so good about them - even if they do exist. " 

She's in apathy on the subject, and that's very dangerous. If women 
got that way about diamonds, fur coats. Rolls Royces, bank accounts - 
do you know what would happen? The whole game with the society would 
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just be gone. 


AUDITING HAVINGNESS 

As an auditor looking over this material on havingness you may also 
be looking at the points where processing hasn't measured up for you on 
yourself. 

So let's not, in trying to do something with the preclear, ourselves 
fall across this one. You've got the situation well in hand if you have 
this, that barriers are not necessarily bad, that barriers are, to the 
contrary, necessary, and that what has happened to the preclear is that 
he has run out of barriers, and thus has run out of games, and has come 
to the place of detesting barriers. Therefore we will simply figure out 
some way of giving the preclear some barriers. 

There are two interesting little processes that come up on these 
lines. 

One, a process for the auditor who has gotten into a flinching po¬ 
sition regarding preclears - can't have preclears - is a little game that 
you can play. 

Do you ever find yourself flinching from a preclear, just flinching 
a little bit and backing away from the session? If you were to take a 
look at your own immediate vicinity you would discover that your own 
space was collapsed to about there at the end of your nose. The pre- 
clear's got all the rest of the space of the room. But you're being un¬ 
comfortable. What happens? You can't have the preclear, so you put 
a barrier up there that you can have and talk to anyhow. This is a com¬ 
pletely standard practice with people, but for an auditor it is not stand¬ 
ard and not practicle at all. 


To a degree you have gone out of communication with the preclear . 
Here's a little stunt. You just find something about the preclear that 
you can have. 

What has happened is thatyou have run out of havingness of the pre¬ 
clear. That's all that has happened. And then you go out of session as 
an auditor. The beginning of it is when you at some time had too few 
preclears. You have too few preclears, and then you begin to believe 
that there aren't any, and you don't reach for anybody or process any¬ 
body. Because they don't exist. 

.Well, that's the beginning of it. One preclear's rattling on at a 
gruelling rate of horror, horrible fates, and so forth, and you start 
backing up a little bit. You know, it's all for the preclear, and your 
space finally collapses to about the tip of your nose, and you've run out 
of havingness of one preclear. 

You're liable to lose another one, then another one and then it gets 
to be a habit. Then, "Well, I haven't audited anybody for weeks. There 
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isn't anybody to audit. 11 Very hard to find preclears. 

But the same law applies. If there is anything wrong on the subject 
of havingness or the subject of terminals, itisthat there are not enough,. 
There cannot be a superabundance of terminals. 

This street could not be stacked full enough of preclears really to 
satisfy your idea of a few preclears, if you were really rolling. 

It would be, "Well, I've got 8, 000 preclears toauditbetween now and 
next month. " That's the frame of mind you'd be in, if you could really 
have them all. "Audit one on the phone, one in front of me. " And the 
couple of preclears in the waiting room - put them in the antechamber 
and have them co-audit. (I've done that, by the way. Somehow don't 
like to have people wait.) 

If you find yourself backing off from the preclear, you can build your 
havingness of die preclear back up again. As you're auditing him, you 
can quietly and privately pick it up. You’d think I was joking if I told 
you the things you can do with a preclear when you are really able to 
have a preclear. 

But there is this little stunt. You just quietly look the situation over, 
and start adding up, SOMETHING YOU CAN HAVE ABOUT THE PRE¬ 
CLEAR. Just one thing after another. Add them up and repair your 
havingness of preclears. 

WALLS 

Now, here is another little process that you can use on the other 
side of this thing. You are faced with a great many preclears in this 
world who can't have a wall or anything else. And you want to have 
some way of giving them some barriers. 

Just have the preclear start mocking up walls, flat against his nose. 

It doesn't matter what kind of walls. It's one of these processes 
that can just go on and on with continuing cognition. He'll get better and 
better walls. He’ll start protesting at once about these walls. He'll 
say, "Up against my nose! Isn't that awfully close for a wall?" 

So we just get walls, walls, walls, and more walls. Don't do any¬ 
thing with them. Let them evaporate or stay there or do anything else . 
Just keep mocking up walls. 

In doing this you are capitalizing on some information that the pre- 
clear might not have, but that you do have. A wall actually is a very 
specialized kind of a barrier. He often won't recognize a person as a 
communication terminal or something which will act as a backstop. He 
can't see that. But he knows, more or lees, that if he did run against 
a wall and hit his head on it, there would be an impact. He knows this . 
So you have him mock up walls, and you capitalize on this amount of 
information. 
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There are some fancier things you could do with this, but having the 
preclear mockup walls flat against his nose is what you want at this point 
to get him up to the game of having a session, 

SCARCE 

Now, if you will just check over this datum that there can't be e- 
nough terminal sand that when the preclear complains of having something 
it's something he doesn't have and can't have and can't get enough of, 
then you will be in a very good position regarding the auditing of a pre- 
clear. 

Suppose it's the very tough preclear. He's in real bad shape. He's 
going to come in to you and he knows exactly what he's doing -he's going 
to make nothing out of everything. Nothing out of this, nothing out of 
that, nothing out of something else, and nothing out of that and nothing 
out of you and he goes away and makes nothing out of your bill! 

And if you let him get away with this he's going to stay in proces¬ 
sing forever, but what's the point? 

So, the preclear’s got a ridge. Conclusion: he ha sn 't got enough 
ridges. Preclear's got a cold: he hasn't got enough colds. Preclear's 
got a bum leg: not enough bum legs. Bad lungs: not enough bad lungs. 

When we were studying havingness three years ago I rather supposed 
it was an interchange of energy which discharged the bad and left the good. 
I always stated that a little cautiously to myself; it just didn't seem quite 
right. It wasn't quite workable. 

We can see now that the mystery of this thing had to do with these 
counter postulates that comprise havingness. We find that we didn't have 
him mock up enough colds and bad enough colds. Not enough. 

When we do this, the preclear discovers that there are more colds 
in the world than just this one, there is not this great scarcity of colds. 
And he'll let go of it. It becomes less valuable. 


Now there is one other point here. Since the condition is only a con¬ 
dition, as, for instance, a cold is a cold, or a headache is a headache, 
and is NOT a terminal, your rule in auditing is to address the TERM¬ 
INAL involved, rather than the condition. Thus you would run a pro¬ 
cess "What problem could that arm be to you. " and not, "What problem 
could that burn be to you?" The t e r mi na 1 is the arm, not the burn. 
Actually you would be bringing up the preclear's reality on his arm to 
the point where it could be a terminal to him without the burn. 

OBJECTIVE 

Now, as we look over this general situation, we discover that we 
must bring our preclear into possession of a great deal more of the phy¬ 
sical universe than he has. 



Regardless of the subjective remedies, we've got to get him into a 
physical universe remedy too. And the way we do that is this. We ask 
him to Look around here, what could you have? You don't let him do 
this subjectively. You make him open his eyes wide open. Look around 
here. What will you have? And you, if you're retreating from him, look 
at the preclear and find out what you could have about him. 

This is, in essence, auditing - where she is going, and how she is 
done. 

1 hope these principles about havingness can assist you a great deal. 
There are too many preclears around still making nothing out of every¬ 
thing. It'8 easy to get them over this. Just boot them up to where they 
can have something. If they're making nothing out of everything they 
can't have anything. Those two statements go together. 

If they've got something and are holding on to it, they haven't got 
enough of it. If they haven't got anything at all, they haven't got enough 
of that either. 

Abundance of terminal is the answer. 


H.G.C. 


THE HUBBARD GUIDANCE CENTER 
Washington, D. C. 


Making available to YOU - 


d&The finest professional processing by HGC Staff auditors person¬ 
ally trained and coached by L. Ron Hubbard... 

-^Complete before-and-after psychometric and scientometric testing,. . 

8 A chance to find out about yourseH. .. 

Seventy-five hours (the three-week intensive) at work with an expert 
in human affairs and human problems (staff HGC auditor)... or twenty- 
five hours (the one-week intensive)... 

And a chance to know that something is really happening in your life... 


Apply to: 

Dr. Julia Lewis, Director 
Hubbard Guidance Center 
1523 15th Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 


It happens in London, too: 
Apply to: 

Dr. Ann Walker, Director 
# 1 Brunswick House 
83 Palace Gardens Terrace 
London W. 8, England 



A.R.A.S 


THE ACADEMY OF RELIGIOUS ARTS AND SCIENCES 
Washington, D.C. 

Dr. Richard F. Steves, Director 
Training to all levels of 
PROFESSIONAL SCIENTOLOGIST 

Certification for professional practice and administration in Scien¬ 
tology. The Academy is the central training headquarters, with the 
H. A. S. I. , London as its only counterpart. 

Both are closely consulted and supervised by L. Ron Hubbard , 
Founder of Dianetics and Scientology, with frequent lectures and demon¬ 
strations in person to all classes. 


COURSES: The H. C.A. (Hubbard Certified Auditor): The intensive 
course for the professional Scientologist: eight weeks. 

The H. A. A. (Hubbard Advanced Auditor): The advanced 
course with the prerequisite of H. C.A. level of professional standing. 
Five weeks. 


The Indoctrination Course: The basic course to all train¬ 
ing and included as the first part of each course. 


ANNOUNCING: The NEW Academy NIGHT COURSE. Leading to 
certification as Professional Scientologist, the Night Course is designed 
for the student who wishes to work at his full-time occupation while com¬ 
pleting his professional training. Wherever possible, students who must 
relocate in the Washington area to reach the course will be given all the 
assistance in making arrangements for living quarters and local employ¬ 
ment. The course will meet Monday, Wednesday and Friday evenings 
at the Academy. It will be in all other respects the same intensive train¬ 
ing that is given the full-time course* including the Indoctrination Course. 
The Night Course is completed in forty-eight weeks. Tuition $325. 00. 

Apply to: Donovan Crandell, Registrar 

A. R. A, S. 

1812 19th Street, N. W. 

Washington, D. C. 

H. A. S. I. 

#1 Brunswick House 
83 Palace Gardens Terrace 
London W. 8, England 


in London: 


H.A.S.I. 


THAT FRIEND OF YOURS IS INVITED - 

Membership in the Hubbard Association of Scientologists, Interna¬ 
tional is the most valuable association that you or a friend of yours could 
possibly make in the world today. The H. A. S. I. is an OPEN member¬ 
ship, requiring no mystic rites, but nevertheless requiring a vested in¬ 
terest in Man's fate. The H. A. S. I. membership consists of human 
beings who are able to take on at least some part of the problems Manfaces 
and tackle them somehow. 

Of course, you know that the Scientology "somehow" is a very par¬ 
ticular kind of somehow. 

Invite that friend of yours to membership in the only organization on 
the face of the earth where it is safe to solve a problem - because there 
are not only plenty more - there are big ger problems coming upwhen 
you really start rolling with the Science of Knowing How to Know. 

The Special Membership , on a par with the professional member¬ 
ship, is of course, the best - it gets a very special communication line 
from L. Ron Hubbard, Founder of Dianetics and Scientology EVERY 
TWO WEEKS (and for several months recently Special and Professional 
members received their P. A. B.s every WEEK because of the import¬ 
ant material of the Translator's Edition of'Scientology). Special also 
gets a bigger (20%) DISCOUNT on books and tape recorded lectures and 
processing sessions by L. Ron Hubbard. 

Special, Professional and GENERAL Membership gets twice a month 
ABILITY Magazine from publications headquarters in Silver Spring, 
monthly Certainty M agazine from H. A. S. I. headquarters in London 
(edited by H.A. S.L London Executive Administrator Jack Parkhouse^ 
and a good 10% discount on books and tapes. 

Special is $25. 00 per year. General is $8. 50. (It's impossible to 
be a professional without knowing the cost of a Professional Member¬ 
ship, but when you get your Academy or London H. A. S. I. training you'll 
find that it's $25. 00. Pro membershipincludes several important organ¬ 
izational services which will be of great assistance to you in the admin- 
stration of your profession in the field. 

Application for H. A, S, I. Membership should be made to: 

Jim Goss, H. C. A., Distribution Center 
Box 242, Silver Spring, Maryland 

or, in England: 

H. A. S. 1., #1 Brunswick House 
83 Palace Gardens Terrace, London W. 8 
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DI, A. NET'. ICS : noun. A system for 
the analysis, control and development 
of human thought evolved from a set 
of coordinated axioms which also pro¬ 
vide techniques for the treatment of a 
wide range of mental disorders and 
organic diseases : term and doctrines 
introduced by L. Ron Hubbard, Amer¬ 
ican engineer. (Gr. dianoetikos dia, 
through, plus noos, mind) di. a. net'. ic, 
adj. 


SCIENTOLOGY is a system of organ¬ 
ized axioms resolving problems of 
the spirit, life and thought, developed 
through the application of the method¬ 
ology of the exact sciences to the hu¬ 
manities by L. Ron Hubbard, Ameri¬ 
can engineer and philosopher. (L., 
Scio - knowing in the fullest sense, 
Gr., logos - study) 



